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Synopsis 
. 
The committee concludes there is no strong evidence 
linking successful athletic programs with either fund-raising 
activities or patterns of enrollment at Western Kentucky 
University. Moreover, we find that the established unive~sity 
budget has repeatedly failed to restrain spending in this area. 
As a result, intercollegiate athletics has persistently been 
plagued with budge t overruns , especially in 1982- 83 and 1983-84 
when expend itures exceeded the bUdget by more than 20% each 
year. Football has played a major role in creating the current 
situation. In light of all this, the committee recommends the 
univers ity study the feasibility of moving to Division III in 
football. Because Division III schools offer no grants-in-aid , 
the pr essure on the athletic budget would ease substantially, 
freeing more resources for other athletic and academic programs. 
At the same time . the university would still offer competitive 
intercollegiat e football for interested members of the Western 
community. 
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At its October, 1984 meeting, the Faculty Senate adopted a 
resolution expressing Concern about the increasing costs of 
. 
intercollegiate athletics. In light of this action, Senate , 
" 
i 
Chair Thomas Coohill directed the Fiscal Affairs Committee to 
study the budget for intercollegiate ath l etics and repor~ its 
findings by February, 1985 . Since the Senate vote, students . 
on this campus and po l icymakers across the state have addressed the 
same issue. The College Heights Herald asserted that "Western's 
athletic budget must be frozen , " whi l e Associated Student 
Government adopted a reso l ution in support of the Senate's 
position . People responsibl e for h i gher education in Kentucky 
have fretted publicly about spending fo r athletics . Both 
Morton Holbrook , chairman of the Council on Higher Education , 
and Harry Snyder , the council ' s executive director, have 
questioned the wisdom of l arge athl etic expenditures at a time 
of financial stringency for Kentucky universities . Council 
member Terry McBrayer has pr oposed a method of rewarding schools 
which eliminate debt - ridden sports . The state's most widely 
read newspaper, the Louisville Courier- Journal , has editorialized 
that the athletic tail was wagging the academic dog "so hard as 
to rattle his brain. " The same piece pointed to Western as the 
university with the largest athletic deficit in the state. l 
1 College Heights Herald , October 18 , November 20 , 1984; 
Park City Daily News, November 16 , 1984 ; Louisvil le Courier-
Journal, December 12. 1984. 
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The relationship between athle tics and higher education is 
extremely complex, so the Fiscal Affairs Committee decided to 
l imit itself to two lines of inquiry . First of. all . the 
committee briefly examined some of the assumptions used to 
, 
c 
justify athletic spending , most notably the repeated assertion ", 
that a successful athletic program is a significant factor in 
student recruitment. In this context , the committee studied 
th e entire budget, considering every intercollegiate' sport, 
but it paid particular attention to football because that sport 
receives by far the largest single appropriation. Seconcly, 
the committee studied Western's commitment to athletics from the 
expenditure rather than the budget side of the accounting process . 
... /,0., 
Our goal was to establishAwe could not only how much Western was 
budgeting for intercollegiate athletics but also how much was 
actually being spent. Again football drew special notice because 
of its l arge budge t and expenditures . 
Advocates of l arge athletic budgets often argue that a 
succ essful sports program translates into increased private 
giving to the university , but the available evidence does not 
indicate th is is true . Western's development efforts have grown 
significantly since 1980 even though the university has had only 
limited success in its most visible sports - men ' s basketball 
and football - over the same period. During 1980-81, the 
univ ersity received fe wer than 1000 private g i fts totaling some 
$)00,000 . but in 198)-84 Western received over 9.000 gifts valued 
in excess of a mill ion dollars. Moreover, Western currently 
~eceives contributions from approximately 15% of its graduates, 
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a figure which compares favor,:;. : ly with the nationa l average 01 
In other words, during a year in which both the football and men 's 
basketbal l t eams won less than half of their. games! mor e people 
gave the school more money than ever before. With r egarq to 
.-
corporate g iving in particular, strong academic programs apP'far ~. 
to be more important than strong athletic programs in attracting ~'f 
• 
money. For example, Western approaches corporations in Louisville 
by pointing out that many of the teachers and adm'inistrators 
in the Jefferson County schools are Western graduates; therefore , 
contributions to a school in Bowling Green can produce long-term 
benefits for Louisville. The recent $25,000 grant from Humana 
to the College of Education illustrates the effectiveness of 
this strategy. Admittedly all this could be somewhat misleading 
becaus e Western's development program is still r e latively new 
and a certain amount of dramatic growth could be expected. 
Nevertheless, it seems fair to conclude that ath l et i cs has only 
a marginal impact on non-athletic contributions. 
Regarding student recruitment, the availabl e ev i dence again 
indicates athletic programs play only a small part in nurturing 
enrollment . A recent article in the Chronic l e of Higher Education· 
described the results of a nation-wide survey of college freshmen 
undertaken by the Cooperative Institutional Re s earch Program of 
UCLI\. and the Amt:!rican Council of Education. The poll found that 
a s chool's academic reputation and the perceived success of its 
graduates in ge tting good jobs or gaining admission to gradua te/ 
professiona l schools were the factors students cited most of t en 
.as the ones which determined where they matriculated. Financial 
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considerations, special programs , and a "good social reputation" 
were also considered to be important. Data collected by the 
Office of Admissions on Western freshmen indicate that these 
national trends hold true on our campus as well. According 
to information provided by the American College Testing progra.ffi, 
Wes·teITl · freshmen mentioned the field of study, tuition costs, 
and the school's location as the three most important el ements 
in their decision to enroll here. Beyond these factors, the 
Chronicle also noted that approximately two-thirds of co l lege 
freshmen attended schools within one hundred miles of home , 
and one-third resided with parents or relatives while attending 
classes. Very likely this is as important as anything in 
shaping our own enrollment patterns. Consequently, the committee 
concluded that intercollegiate athletics does very little to 
influence a student's decision to attend Western. 2 
A study prepared by Senate Chair Thomas Coohill offers 
additional evidence that athletic success, at least on the football 
field, has little impact on enrollments. Using Western and 
Eastern Kentucky University, Professor Coohill examined the 
r elationship between enrollment patterns and football wins at 
the two institutions. He found that during the period 1970 to 
197 6 , Western had 61 victories to 50 for Eastern, but the latter's 
f ull- time enro l lment grew by 31% compared to j us t 12% for Western. 
In 1970, Western had 888 more FTEs than did Eastern, while in 
1976 Western had 715 fewer than its rival. Between 1976 and 
198), the situation changed substantially. Western had only 4) 
2Chronic1e of Higher Education, January 16, 1985, 
pp. 1, 14-15. 
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wins to Eastern' s 75, yet Eastern 's FT~ fel l by 12% compared 
to only a 9% lo ss for Western . Eastern had 715 mor e FTEs in 
1976 and only 228 more in 1983 . 
The benefits to the i nstitution become especially questionable' 
in view of the mounting cost of an intercol legi ate athletic 
program . Over the pas t five years, Western Kentucky University 
has committed an i nc r eas ing percentage of its resources to the 
support of intercollegiate athletic competition . Between 1980-81 
and 1982- 83 , the athletic budget grew by 10% of the 1980- 81 total , 
but duri ng the next two-year period, 1982-83 to 1984- 85 , budget 
allocat ions gr ew by 48%. The percentage of the total university 
budget committed to athletics moved from 2 .41% in 1980- 81 to 
2 .97% in 1984-85 . 
Unfortunately, the budget figures provide only part of the 
picture, because the committee's study of expenditure r ecords 
indi cates that at least since 1980-81, the intercollegiate 
ath l etic program has cons istently exceeded its budget allocation 
by SUbstantial amounts. During 1980 - 81, expenditur es exceeded 
the budge t by $161 , 639 or 13.6% of the original budget. The gap 
between expenditures and revenue was $653 , 244. Again in 1981- 82, 
expenditures exceeded budget , this time by $212,)06, or 17.4% 
of the projected budget . Although r evenue grew slightly as well, 
the yearly deficit was $709 , 210 . These budget overruns became 
especial ly ac ute in 1982-83 and 1983-84. During 1982- 83, 
expenditures exceeded budget by $275,290 or 21% of the projected 
budget . The deficit for that year was $780, 187. In 1983-84 , 
,expendi tures overran the budget by $381,449 or '22.4% of the 
original budget. The deficit was $1,139,280. 
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The university's football program has played a central role 
in t his deteriorating situation. Between 1980- 81 and 1982-8), 
the football budge t grew by only 7.5% of the 1980-81 total, but 
between 1982-8J and 1984-85 . its allocation grew by 75 . 5% of the 
1982-8J total. Beyond this increased allocation, the football ., 
program ,has also exceeded its budget allotment by significan t 
amounts. I n 1982- 8J , the program overran its budget by $118 .687 . 
or 28.Z%. For 198J-84. the overrun was $199.762 or 'Jl.5%. Several 
factors have contributed to these escalating costs. Recent tuition 
increases , especially for out-of-state students have increased 
the cost of a grant-in-aid. Part of the problem for 198J-84 was 
the coaching change which meant that the university in effect 
employed two football staffs for part of the academic year. But 
'. • • 
the real heart of the problem is the high cost of feeding scho larship 
athletes , a serious problem for the football team at l east since 
1980- 81. During that year. the university budgeted $111. 240 to 
feed football players on scholarship, but the actual cost was 
$37.995 higher. a J4.2% overrun. For 1981-82. the overrun was 
$50 , 731 or 48.8% . and for 1982-8J it was $70.280 or 63.9%. In 198J-84. 
expenditures exceeded the projected budge t by $100 .298 or 85 . 3% . 
Of the $199.762 by which the football program exceeded its budget 
,n 198J-84 . $100 , 298 or 50. 2% of that amount came fro m grant-in-
aid food costs . 
In c onclusion , the committee finds the university's inter-
collegiate athletic budget to be in a state of crisis. The cost 
of grants -in-aid continues to spiral. Western currently allocates 
$JJS6 per scholarship for an in-state student compared with 
$4906 for an out-of-state student. By way of comparison, however, 
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the average cost of a basketbal l scho larship for 1983-84 was 
$4838 while for football it was $ 5658 . Recent action by the 
NCA~hich may clear the way for Western to field as few as twelve 
varsity teams (6 for men and 6 for women) will probably have 
only limited impact on our plight. As a member of the Sun Belt 
Conference, Wes t ern is committed to participating in the six 
conference sports and under the newly adopted NCAA rules -must 
offer at l east six sports for women. That leaves {oatball 
plus men's track , men 's swinning, and rifle, but the latter 
three accounted for only 6.5% of total 1983-84 expenditures. 
Confronted with this situation , Western must increase 
revenue , reduce spending, or pursue some combination of the two. 
Officials of the athletic program have made a real effort to 
raise more money , and actual revenue has grown from $691.702 
in 1980- 81 to $946,217 in 1983-84, a 36.8% increase. Yet the 
lion ' s share of this growth , $261, 375 , can be attributed t o 
--the new fee allocation begun last year, InAother areas, most 
notably football, revenue has declined since 1980-81. During 
the same period, expenditures rose by $740,551 or 55 .1%. 
Put another way, despite a slightly improved revenue picture , 
expenditure s are rising more rapidly than income, Furthermore , 
rec ent court dec isions have virtually ended any chance the 
football t eam mi ght have of appearing on television. The 
c hances for dr amatic changes in revenue therefore appear to 
be quite slim. 
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In order to reassert control over athletic spending. the 
university must inevitably reassess its expensive commitment to 
Division I-AA)football. For 1982-8), football spent $~)9,454 -
$118,687 over its budget - while generating $145,864 in receipts 
and guarantees . For 1983-84, the situation was significantly ", 
worse as the program spent $8)2,116 - $199,762 over its budget -
while produc ing only $89,)0) in receipts and guarantees. ' Its 
spending amoun ted to )9.9% of total intercollegiate 'athletic 
expenditures for 198)-84, and its share of the total athletic 
budget for the current 1984-85 year is )8%, Clearly any plan to 
r ein in athletic costs must take football into account. This 
is especially true in light of Western's membership in the Sun 
Belt Conference. Western is the only conference member with a 
footba ll program. Our attempt to field such an expensive additional 
sport can only hamper our ability to compete with conference 
rivals in the six Sun Belt sports. At the same time , the 
membership in Division I-AA is growing because the major football 
powers are steadily forcing their smaller rivals out of 
Divisio~-A. Many of these new members are schools with access 
to mo re ample r esources than Western has available , and they 
are anxious to raise the current ceiling of 70 scholarships for 
DiViSi0rlf-AA. As more of t hese schools enter I-AA, the compe tition 
a t this leve l is apt to bec ome more rigorous and more expensive . 
Ac cordingly, the committee recommends that Western seriously 
study a move to Division III football. Such a reorganization 
would have several advantages. As we have seen, much of the 
.pressure on the athletic budget currently comes from grant-in-aid 
• 
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cos ts. Division III schools offer no scholarships . For 198)- 84, 
Western budgeted $297.000 for 70 football scholarships and 
actually spent $396.051 . Thus a move to Division III football 
cou l d reduce athletic costs substantially while still providing 
competi ti ve intercollegiate football for inter"ested students I 
" 
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aluITU1i I ·and fans . For example I the Univer sity of Dayton recently 'i 
made the shift to Division III (where it promptly won the-
national c hampionship) without seriously impeding its strong 
basket ball tradition. Moreover , with fewer resourc es committed 
to fo otball, the university might be mor e competitive in t he 
Sun Belt Conference spor ts whi l e sustaining its traditionally 
excellent programs in track and swimming . 
The pursuit of an appropriate balance between athletic and 
academic enterprises is a difficult chal lenge for any institution . 
Admitted l y . limiting the footba l l program might be unpopula r 
with many peo ple in this sports-minded commonweal th. If SO t 
we as educators have a duty to educate the constituency of this 
un iversity. The re sourc e s available to higher education in 
Kentucky are steadily eroding. We must choose between l uxuries 
and necessiti es . Our ability to offer quality acad emic progr ams 
depends on our wi llingness to act bold l y on this problem. 
• 
• 
Sources 
In compiling this study. the committee has used the 
s t ruc ture of the athletic budget as laid out in the university's 
operati~g budget and expenditure records. Some might argue 
maintenance costs should be included as well, but we have 
., 
made no attempt to do so in this analysis. Also, o~hers might 
argue that the university receives revenue from athletics which 
i s not reflected in athletic accounts. For example, insurance 
r eimbursements for athletes who receive medical treatment go 
t o the general fund and do not appear as athletic revenue. 
For its purposes , however, the committee has decided to count 
costs and expenditures using the accepted university format. 
Our information came from several sources. The figures 
f or the budget and for projected revenue are from the document 
Pr esident Donald Zacharias presented to the Faculty Senate i n 
October, 1984. The data on expenditures and encumbrances and 
actual revenue are from the year-end trial balances furnished to 
us by Budge t Director Paul Cook. Dr. Cook, Dr. John Minton . 
and Mr. Harry Largen patiently answered a number of questions . 
The Offi c e of Admissions and the Office of Development supplied 
cta t is tic s on their activities . 
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Table 1: Interc ollegiate Athletics, Budget versus Expenditures 
and Projected Revenue ver sus Actual Revenue , 1980- 81 
Through 198)- 84 
i ~. 
• 
Budget. Expenditures and 
1980- 81 Encumbrances , 1980- 81 
Athletic Director 6) , 9) ) 100, 480 
Football )91 , 546 466, 1)0 
Basketball (M) 212 , 784 250 ,429 
Baseball 56 , 549 66 , 655 
Track and Fie l d (M) 65 , 5)6 85 , 8)6 
.' Tennis (M) 27 , 762 29 ,062 , 
Golf (M) 26 , 544 27 ,165 , ;, 
Athl etic' Trainer 67,89) 91, 961 
Swimming 4) , 59) 47 , 687 , 
Rifle Team 1) , 05) 11 ,)81 
Men's Coordinator 1 ,988 2 ,422 
Women ' s Coordinator 2 , 982 1, 957 
Basketball (W) 97 , 740 76, 568 
Golf (W) 22,4)0 14,092 
Gymnast i cs 10 , 865 5 , 719 
Tennis (w) 29 ,406 14 , )8) 
Track and Field (W) 48 , 70) 5) , 019 
Soccer 
Volleyball 
Totals 1,18) ,)07 1 , )44, 946 
Projected Revenue , Ac tual Revenue, 
1980-81 1980- 81 
A thletic Fees 256 ,000 271, 8)0 
Basketball Rec eipts 
and Guarantees 157 , 500 2)8 , 880 
Football Rece i pts 
and Guarantees 98 , 500 170 , 596 
Hundred Club 
Reimbursements 
Other Receipts 10 , )96 
Pee Al l ocation 
Sports Network 
Endowment Income 
'I'o tal s 512 , 000 691, 702 
• 
Budget. Expenditures and 
1981-82 Encumbrances. 1981-82 
Athletic Director 115,113 124 ,715 
Football 420 ,955 556 ,6l!5 
Basketball (M) 226 ,941 250,601 
Baseball 45,714 53 , 249 
Trac k and Field (M) 49,208 69,087 i 
Tennis (M) 19,035 16,436 " :/. 
Golf (M) 25 ,175 28 ,076 ;, 
Athletic· Trainer 89 ,670 109 , 167 , 
Swimming 36 ,178 40 , 251 • 
Rifle 12 ,478 12 , 186 
Men ' s Coordinator 1 , 728 )<,597-
Women ' s Coordinator 3, 017 2,213 
Basketball (W) 83 , 264 80,810 
Golf (w) 18 ,688 16,482 
Gymnastics 9 ,764 
Tennis (W) 17 , 348 15,894 
Track and Fiel d (w) 41 ,033 42 , 723 
Soccer 
Volleyball 7 , 521 
To.tals 1, 215,309 1,427 , 615 
Projected Revenue , Actual Revenue, 
1981- 82 1981-82 
A thl etic Fees 265,072 276,210 
Basketball Receipts 
and GUarantees 280,000 276,529 
Football Receipts 
and Guarantees 148 ,000 127,669 
Hundred Club 
Reimbursements 35 , 500 35 , 530 
Othe r Receipts 2,467 
Fee Al location 
Sports Network 
End owment Income 
Total s 728,572 718 ,405 
• 
Ath l et i c Director 
Football 
Baske tball (M) 
Ba seball 
Track and Fiel d (M ) 
Tenni s (M) 
Golf (M ) 
At hl e tic " Trainer 
Swj.mming 
Rif l e Team 
Men' s Coordinator 
Wome n' s Coordinator 
Baske t ball (W) 
Go lf (W) 
Gymnastics 
Tenni s (W) 
Trac k and Fi el d (W) 
Socc e r 
Volleyball 
Totals 
A t hle t ic Fe es 
Baske t bal l Receipts 
and GUtir antees 
Football Receipts 
and Guar antees 
Hundr ed Club 
Re imbur sements 
Ot her Rece ipts 
Fee Allocation 
Spor t s Network 
End owment Inc ome 
Tota l s 
Budget. 
1982-83 
131, 564 
420,767 
257,172 
59. 362 
49,128 
16,567 
25,677 
92 . 775 
36,920 
12, 237 
1,728 
3,017 
103,782 
19.470 
17 .609 
42 .863 
10.555 
5.830 
Projected Revenue, 
1982- 8) 
268 ,125 
267,000 
167,000 
41, 595 
25 .000 
768 . 720 
Expenditures and 
Encumbrances. 1982- 8} 
143.049 
539,454 
299 , 304 
81 , 143 
66 . 840 
16.729 
27. 210 
U 5, 187 
42,199 
10,172 
1 . 367 
2 . 744 
135 . 367 
20.245 
18. 828 
40 . 069 
10. 427 
U,979 
1, 582,313 
Actual Rev enue, 
1982- 8} 
271, 005 
329.170 
145. 864 
40 , 875 
7, 323 
7. 889 
802 , 126 
, 
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Budget, Expenditures and 
1983-84 Encumbrances . 198)-84 
Athletic Director 163.874 163.449 
Football 632 . 354 832 . 116 
Bask etball (M) 285 .068 329.579 
Ba s eball 84 ,027 98,757 
Track and Field (M) 54.468 73.065 
Tennis (M) 18.111 19.519 ) 
Golf (M) 28.268 41•199 , , Athl etic Trainer 105. 123 1 3.022 , 
Swimming 40.193 45, 693 • 
Rffle Team 14.537 17.258 
Men ' s Coordinator 1,807 1, ?52 
Women ' s Coordinator 3 .153 3.455 
Basketball (w) 160.844 204.126 
Golf (W) 21.492 22.198 
GYl1Ulast ics 
Tennis (w) 19.033 21.716 
Track and Field (W) 49 . 690 47 ,673 
Soccer 13.455 16,189 
Volleyball 8,551 14,5)1 
Totals 1. 704 .048 2 .085 .497 . 
Projected Revenue, Ac tual Revenue , 
1983- 84 198)- 84 
Ath l et i c Fe e s 256.500 264 . 210 
Ba sk e tball Receipts 
and G uaran te e s 271. 500 257 , ~0 
Footbal l Receipts 
and GUarantees 105 . 000 89 , )03 
Hundred Cl ub 
Re imbursements 47 .706 44,492 
Other Rece ipts 25 ,000 16 , 018 
Fee Allocation 256 . 500 261.375 
Spo r ts Network 8 ,000 9 . 242 
Endowment Income 1, 660 
Basketball (w) 4. 087 
Total s 971 ,866 946 , 217 
• 
Table 2 1 Grant s-in-Aid, Selected Sports, Budget ver s us 
Expendi t ures, 1980-81 Through 198)- 84 
, 
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• 
Budget, Expenditures and 
1980-81 Encumbrances, 1980-81 
Football 
Food 111.240 149.235 
Books 6.700 6.508 
Rent 39.420 41.516 . 
Registration Pees 70.000 71.017 
Basketball (M) 
" Food 27.000 25.254 ~. , 
Book 1.700 1.207 i. 
Reht 9.800 7.835 • 
Regus tra tion Fees 17.140 14.108 • 
Baseball 
Food 14.800 17.811 
Books 1.000 915 
Rent 5.400 5.130 
Registration Fees 10.350 14.078 
Track and Field (M) 
Food 17.600 21.374 
Books 1.200 1.314 
Rent 6.480 6.651 
Registration Fees 12.420 18.057 
Basketball (w) 
Food 17.555 11.421 
Books 1.400 894 
Rent 7.560 6.750 
Registration Fees 13.580 11.055 
18 
Budge t , Expenditures and 
1981- 82 Enc umbrances , 1981-82 
Football 
Food 103,870 154 ,601 
Books 6,550 6 , 150 
Rent 43 , 800 47 ,956 
Registration Fees 74 , 548 72 ,610 
.. 
" 
~. 
Basketball (M) , 
. Food 27 , 166 31, 098 , 
BookS 1, 700 1,323 • 
Rent 10 , 200 12,255 
Registration Fees 19 , 974 20 ,451 
Baseball 
Food 11 , 186 9,678 
Books 900 1 , 439 
Rent 6,000 6 ,710 
Registration Fees 12 ,030 12 ,460 
Track and Fie l d (M) 
Food 11 ,186 14 , 764 
Books 900 1, 115 
Rent 5, 400 6,431 
Registration Fees 14,240 14 , 684 
Basketball (w) 
Food 19, 176 12,395 
Books 1, 400 1 , 053 
Rent 8,400 7 , 220 
Registration Fees 15, 688 9, 997 
Budge t , Expenditures and 
1982- 8) Encu:JI.br ances , 1982 83 
Football 
Food 110.000 180 .280 
Books 6 . 550 7 .122 
Rent 45 . 500 46 . 954 
Registration Pees 8) . 126 95.695 
0' ;>. 
Basketball (M) , 
Food , 2).970 )). 247 i 
• Books 1 . 900 2 . 018 , 
Rent 1).)00 1) . 261 
Registration Fees 21 .494 18,191 
Baseball 
Food 15 . 980 17 . 654 
Books 1 . 000 1 .692 
Rent 7 . 000 7.180 
Reg istration Fees 15 , 228 19 . 589 
Track and Fie ld (M) 
Food 11.186 8,865 
Books 800 894 . 
Rent 5.600 5 . 960 
Regi stration Fees 1) . 800 22 .417 
Baske tball (w) 
Food 19. 176 15 . 907 
Books 1 .400 1. 062 
Rent 9.800 7 . 769 
Regi stration Fees 18.004 11, 418 
Budget. Expenditures and 
198)- 84 Encwnbrances, 198)- 84 
Football 
Food 117 . 600 217.898 
Books 7 . 000 8 . )B6 
Rent 59 , 280 52 , 926' 
Registr ation Fees 11) , 120 116 , 841 
,-
Basketball (M) " ~. 
F·ood 25 , 200 32 , 085 , 
Books 1,900 2 . 156 , , 
-Rent 14,440 13,297 
Registration Fees 25 , 020 25,0)5 
Baseball 
Food 18 ,480 9,921 
Books 1,100 1,458 
Rent 8 , 860 12, 270 
Registration Fees 18 , 556 )0, 626 
Track and Fie l d (M) 
Food 13 ,440 10 , 851 
Books 800 1, 17) 
Rent 9,080 4, 920 
Registration Fees 14,488 24,054 
Ba sketball ( w) 
Food 21,840 1),226 
Books 1 ,500 1, 171 
Rent 11, 400 10,181 
Registration Fees 21 , 788 12 , )55 
